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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is in response to the communication filed 2/22/2005. 

2. Claims 1-32 were received for consideration. 

3. No preliminary amendments for the claims were filed. Currently claims 1- 
32 are under consideration. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 6 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. The use of "if renders the claim indefinite since it is not clear 
what occurs if the information relating to how the user reached the website is not 
available. Examiner suggests replacing "if with "when". 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
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only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-14 and 19-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Blair et al. (US 2007/0016523). 

As per claim 1, Blair et al. discloses: for each user with which the first network 
service communicates, transmitting a unique ID, to the user such that the unique ID is 
visible to the user (0008); requesting, via the second network service, the unique ID 
from the user in response to the user communicating with the second network service 
independently of the first network service (0009, 0015); and correlating the user's use of 
the second network service with the user's use of the first network service based on the 
unique ID (0009, 0015). 

As per claim 19, Blair et al. discloses: for each user with which a first network 
service communicates, transmitting a unique ID to the user such that the unique ID is 
visible to the user (0008); for each user communicating with the second network 
service, inquiring as to whether the user received a unique ID from another network 
service (0009); in response to the user indicating receipt of a unique ID from another 
network service, requesting the unique ID (0009, 0015); and correlating user use of the 
second network service with user use of the first network service by correlating records 
from each of the first and second network services using the unique Ids (0009, 0015). 

As per claim 23, Blair et al. discloses: a first network service controller that 
transmits a unique ID to each user of the first network service such that the unique ID is 
visible to the user (0008); a first network service recorder for storing a unique ID for 



Application/Control Number: 10/648.103 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2131 

each user of the first network service (0009, 0015, 0018); a second network service 
controller for enabling users to communicate with the second network service (0009); 
a second network service recorder that stores the unique ID of each user that submits 
a unique ID to the second network service (0018); and an analyzer that correlates users 
use of the second network service with user use of the first network service by 
correlating records associated with matching the unique Ids (0018, 0020, 0024). 

As per claim 2, rejected as applied to claim 1. Blair et al. discloses: recording, in 
association with the user's unique ID, an indication of information transmitted to the user 
by the first network service (0008, 0018). 

As per claim 3, rejected as applied to claims 2. Blair et al. . discloses: recording, 
in association with the user's unique ID, information related to the second network 
service's interaction with the user (0018). 

As per claim 4, rejected as applied to claim 1. Blair et al. discloses: determining 
the number of users of the second network service that also received a communication 
from the first network service (0018, Lines 1-2). 

As per claim 5, 20 and 24, rejected as applied to claim 1, 19 and 23. Blair et al. 
discloses: users may purchase products through the second network service and 
wherein the method further comprises correlating product sale information associated 
with the second network service with user information associated with the first network 
service (0015). 

As per claim 6, 21 and 25, rejected as applied to claim 1,19 and 23. Blair et al. 
discloses: the first network service is a website and, if information related to how the 
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user reached the first network service is available, the method further comprises storing 
such information in association with the user's unique ID (0005, 0108, 0064). 

As per claim 7, 22 and 26, rejected as applied to claim 6, 21 and 25. Blair et al. 
discloses: users may purchase products through the second network service and 
wherein the method further comprises correlating a referral source for the first network 
service with products sold through the second network service (0063, 0064, 0065). 

As per claim 8, rejected as applied to claim 6. Blair et al. discloses users may 
purchase products through either the first or second network services and wherein the 
method further comprises correlating a referral source for the first network service with 
products sold through the first and second network services (0065). 

As per claim 9 rejected as applied to claim 1 . Blair et al. discloses: the first 
network service is a website (0008). 

As per claim 10 rejected as applied to claim 1 . Blair et al. discloses: the first 
network service is a cable service (0101) 

As per claim 11 rejected as applied to claim 1. Blair et al. discloses: the first 
network service is a personalized catalog (0101). 

As per claim 12 rejected as applied to claim 1 . Blair et al. discloses: the second 
network service is an electronic mail service (01 11). 

As per claim 13 rejected as applied to claim 1. Blair et al. discloses: the second 
network service is a telephone service (01 11). 
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As per claim 14 rejected as applied to claim 1. Blair et al. discloses: the second 
network service is an Internet chat service (0136). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 15, 16, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 

unpatentable over Blair et al. (US 2007/0016523) in view of McElfresh et al. (US 

7,100.111), herein Mc\ 

As per claim 15, rejected as applied to claim 1. Blair et al. does not explicitly 
teach: for each user with which the first network service communicates, determining 
whether a unique ID associated with the first network service has been previously 
assigned to the user; if a unique ID has been previously assigned to the user, retrieving 
the unique ID and transmitting the unique ID to the user; and if a unique ID has not 
previously been assigned to the user, generating a unique ID for the user, storing the 
unique ID, and transmitting the unique ID to the user. 
However, Mc' discloses: for each user with which the first network service 
communicates, determining whether a unique ID associated with the first network 
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service has been previously assigned to the user (Column 3, Lines 28-45); if a unique 
ID has been previously assigned to the user, retrieving the unique ID and transmitting 
the unique ID to the user (Column 4, Lines 22-36); and if a unique ID has not previously 
been assigned to the user, generating a unique ID for the user, storing the unique ID, 
and transmitting the unique ID to the user (Column 9, Lines 10-25). Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to use the teachings of Mc' in conjunction with the teachings of Blair et al. for the 
benefit of target advertisement. The modification would have been obvious since Blair 
et al. in 0064, lines 11-13 discloses advertising to a consumer services that they may 
desire. 

As per claim 16, rejected as applied to claim 15. Furthermore. Mc' discloses: 
wherein the first network service is a website and the information in a cookie associated 
with the user's Internet browser is used to determine whether the user has previously 
visited the website and been assigned a unique ID (Column 4, Lines 22-36). 

As per claim 17, rejected as applied to claim 1 . Blair et al. does not explicitly 
teach: wherein transmitting a unique ID associated with the user comprises: 
for each user with which the first network service communicates, generating a unique 
ID for the user; determining whether another unique ID has been previously assigned to 
the user; in response to a unique ID being previously assigned to the user; recording an 
association between the newly generated unique ID and the previously assigned unique 
ID; and transmitting the newly generated unique ID to the user. 
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However, Mc' discloses: for each user with which the first network service 
communicates, generating a unique ID for the user (Column 4, Lines 22-36); 
determining whether another unique ID has been previously assigned to the user 
(Column 9, Lines 29-43); in response to a unique ID being previously assigned to the 
user; recording an association between the newly generated unique ID and the 
previously assigned unique ID (Column 9, Lines 29-44); and transmitting the newly 
generated unique ID to the user (Column 9, Lines 29-44). Therefore, it would have been 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to use the 
teachings of Mc' in conjunction with the teachings of Blair et al. for the benefit of target 
advertisement. The modification would have been obvious since Blair et al. in 0064, 
lines 11-13 discloses advertising to a consumer services that they may desire. 

As per claim 18, rejected as applied to claim 1 . Blair et al. does not explicitly 
teach wherein the first network service is a website, wherein each web browser initiating 
communications with the website is treated as a user, and wherein a unique ID is 
associated with each such web browsers. 

However, Mc' discloses: wherein the first network service is a website, wherein each 
web browser initiating communications with the website is treated as a user, and 
wherein a unique ID is associated with each such web browsers (Column 9, Lines 30- 
44). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to use the teachings of Mc' in conjunction with the 
teachings of Blair et al. for the benefit of target advertisement. The modification would 
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have been obvious since Blair et al. in 0064, lines 11-13 discloses advertising to a 
consumer services that they may desire. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 

applicant's disclosure. 

Joao (US 20020169685) 
Ganesan et al. (US 20010037296) 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Saoussen Besrour whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6547. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am to 5:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



SB 

March 22, 2007 




